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Appl. NO. 10/678,447 
Amdt. Dated 05/08/05 
Reply to Office Action of 02/08/05 

Remarks/Arguments 

Applicant would like to thank the examiner for the thorough review of the present 
application. The examiner has rejected claims 1-18 under 35 USC 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent No. 3,481.221 to Gaskins. Applicant respectfully submits 
examiner has failed to meet his burden under 37 CFR 1.104 (2) which requires an 
examiner to designate each claimed elements in the particular part of the prior art relied 
upon as nearly as practicable. The pertinence of the Gaskins reference is not apparent 
and must be clearly explained and each rejected claim specified per the MPEP. 

In particular, examiner fails to identify the support frame, drive shaft and idler 
shaft of Gaskins, as recited in applicant's claimsl , 8, and 14. Examiner further fails to 
designate the idler drive gear connected to the idler shaft of Gaskins. as recited in 
applicant's claims 3, 9, and 14. Applicant further submits the examiner fails to identify 
the stub shaft, the main drive gear attached to the stub shaft and the idler drive gear, 
and the drive gear connected to the drive shaft and inter-geared with the planetary drive 
gear of Gaskins, as recited in applicant's claims 4. 1 0. and 1 5. 

Applicant further submits examiner fails to identify the output drive gear 
connected to the drive shaft adjacent to the output end thereof of Gaskins, as recited in 
applicant's claims 5, 1 1, and 16. Applicant further submits examiner fails to identify the 
support plate and shoulder bolt connected to the stub shaft of Gaskins. as recited in 
applicant's claims 6, 12, and 17. Applicant further submits examiner fails to identify the 
bearings engageable with the drive and idler shafts of Gaskins, as recited in applicant's 
claims 7, 13, and 18. As a result, applicant is unable to fully and completely respond to 
examiner's rejection of claims 1-18. 

Moreover. Applicant respectfully submits that Gaskins does not teach all the 
recitations in independent claims 1. 8 and 14. In particular, Applicant specifically 
recites, inter alia, 

means for governing the rotational direction of said 
drive shaft and being operably connected to said drive 
mechanism and for causing said drive shaft to accelerate in 
the first direction t o thereby cause said idler shaft to rotate 
at a relative speed, said governing means cooperating with 
said drive mechanism for causing said drive shaft to reach 
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Appi. No. 10/678,447 
Amdt. Dated 05/08/05 
Reply to Office Action of 02/08/05 

an idle stage and thereafter causing said drive shaft to . 
rotate in a second direction after same accelerates from the 
idle stage. 

Applicant respectfully submits that Gaskins fails to disclose or provided any 
teaching, suggestion or motivation to render obvious Applicant's specifically claimed 
invention. Gaskins simply provides no teaching for changing the rotational direction of 
the drive shaft by accelerating the idler shaft from an idle position. 

Should the examiner find Applicant's arguments unpersuasive, Applicant has 
submitted proposed claim amendments for consideration. Although Applicant believes 
such claim amendments are unnecessary, Applicant has submitted such claim 
amendments in good faith because the examiner may issue a final rejection and thereby 
bar Applicant from submitting such claim amendments in a subsequent amendment. 

In particular, Applicant has amended claims 1, 4, 8, 10, 14 and 15 to recite a 
wedge for preventing rotation of the drive shaft and a first and second plurality of 
spacers. Applicant submits Gaskins discloses no such wedge nor any such spacers. 

In view of these considerations, it is respectfully submitted that the rejection of 
the original claims should be considered as no longer tenable with respect to the 
currently amended claims. All pending dependent claims necessarily include the 
recitations of their independent claims and therefore are also in condition for allowance. 

Should the examiner consider necessary or desirable to make formal changes 
anywhere in the specification, claims and/or drawings, then it is respectfully asked that 
such changes be made by examiner's Amendment, if the examiner feels this would 
facilitate passage of the case to issuance. Alternatively, should the examiner feel that a 
personal discussion might be helpful in advancing this case to allowance, he is invited 
to telephone the undersigned attorney. 

Applicant respectfully requests that a timely Notice of Allowance be issued in this 

case. 



Page 9 of 10 



39Vd 



Id WW NWHSV 



III9ISQt>06 69:£0 9002/80/50 



0 1' W'fcfrww) NOUVNflO « I 1 W lSSt06-QISO * 90C6Z28-SINQ * Z/l'JHX ffOldSIVMAS * [MILL W&lABQ UJ3JSB3] INd WZV\ S00ZI8/S IV QAOH * U/U 30Vd 

Appl. No. 10/678.447 
Amdt. Dated 05/08/05 
Reply to Office Action of 02/08/05 

Respectfully submitted, 

Law Office of Ashkan Najafi. PA 



6817 Southpoint Parkway 
Suite 2301 

Jacksonville, FL 32216 
Telephone: 904-296-0055 
Facsimile: 904-296-0056 
patentattornevta patent-usa.com 
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